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Infallibility

Philadelphia
I was delighted to read
on the cover of October 18, 1968 the ti-

tle of Bishop Simons’ lead article, for I
feel that this area of theology deserves -

- much study and thought. After a few
readings, however, a wave of disappoint-
ment covered my mind and this—on
three counts.

Apologetics: To say the very least the

apologetic approach of the Bishop is
+ quite fundamentalistic and obsolete, He

" - speaks in terms of proving and of dem-
- onstrating scientifically papal infallibil- - :

ity from the Scriptures. I don’t know if

_ - this can and/or should be done? Also,

~speaking on the act of faith, Bishop Si-

knowledge of the fact of Revelation and

"= how this fact cannot be based on papal
" infallibility. Right! But, perhaps, other .
requirements could, such as confidence

in, respect for and solidarity with the
Church and the Pope. Overly cerebral
and intellectualist is the Bishop.

Holy Spirit: I was shocked by the

statement that the only role of the Spirit

. in the Church is a negative one. A super-
ficial perusal of St. John Chrysostom’s o
" Liturgy will quickly show the opposite
- as will the universal teaching of the : -
.. Eastern churches. I cannot see how one -

"-can discuss the infallibility of the Pope
and/or the Church without allotting the
Holy Spirit THE function of guiding,

inspiring, assisting and inhering in the

' - Church. Perhaps a sound and complete

"Pneumatology should be the point de dé-
part of a tract on infallibility rather

.A than an outdated apologetics. »
Ecclesiology: To my mind the lacuna

here is the consideration of the Church

in terms of the old static pyramidal in- -
" stitution rather than in terms of the.
" . earthly prolongation and continuation _
~ "of Christ in His Spirit. In a very real

sense, .then, the Church is Christ and

" THIS is why it is infallible. The Pope, |

as its Head and Christ’s chosen Vicar,

“has to share in a certain degree this = -

(Continued on page 361)
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Jf VIETNAM-THE BLEAI PR%@PE@'E‘

Mr. Nixon having been President-elect for a month now without notable
catastrophe befalling the Union, the temptation is to breathe easily. Things

~ won’t be so bad after all, Who knows? : . .
No one does really know, of course, but fortune favors those who dis-
count illusions. There are some hard facts of American political life which

- in Washington, “Mr. Nixon and his spokesmen are carrying out a perfectly
respectable tradition—that of believing, perhaps, extravagantly, in their
ability to make the government run in some rational way,” comments the

may well get lost in the attention devoted to rearranging the name-plates
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Washington Post on the Nixon reorganization efforts. The same attitude of _

skepticism is deserved on several other fronts.

The most important of these is in Southeast Asia. The conviction grows
“that ‘the war in Vietnam is coming to an-end, but no one seems to have a
solid notion of how Nixon will accomplish what Johnson could not.

government remains as unestablished as always, certain to be swept away
with the removal of U.§. support. A new pacification drive is being mounted
by Saigon; there is no reason why it should succeed where its predecessors
failed. The war has de-escalated; each side, no doubt, hopes to gain some-
thing from the bombing halt: Hanoi, a diplomatic victory and respite for
its people; the Vietcong, a chance to rebuild cadres sacrificed in the city
strikes; the U.S., time to pursue its “Korean policy” of building up the
" ARVN and lowering American participation to a level acceptable at home.
. Meanwhile, negotiations continue, not merely those in Paris—which
~may not be the crucial ones—but those between fa;:tions in Saigon; be-

The situation stands roughly as follows, Militarily, the U.S. and Saigon
have recovered somewhat from the nadir of Tet, but politically the Thieu -




Approved For Release 2004/10/28 : CIA-RDP88-01314R000100320003-7

- tween elements in the State Department, the military and

the CIA; between Hanoi, the N.L.F. and Russia; and

" perhaps, tacitly, between Washington and Moscow. The

details of all this bowing and gesturing can obscure the

" central issuc——who is going to rule South Vietnam—on

which almost no compromise is in sight, The foot-drag-

. ging of Thieu and Co. has dominated the news, but,
finally, it is understandable that the Saigon generals

should hesitate to join in their own funeral march. In-

. stead, they have volunteered to do business with the -
" © Vietcong if the latter will only renounce force, give up

Communism and participate in elections, presumably

" under Saigon’s Constitution and control. That is to say,

" jf the Vietcong will only surrender. Nixon pledges to end

the war by negotiations—and also never to imposc a

- coalition on Saigon. If some men in the present govern-

ment have finally concluded that these two pledges can-
cel one another out, there is no indication that the Nixon

/people won’t have to learn the lesson afresh, losses in

Vietnam and civil strife here being again the appointed
teachers. No one dares talk nowadays of a 15-year war
or “the task of a generation.” But unless the protest

" movement convinces America that peace, domestic prob-

" lems and salvaging whatever safety can be had for the

Vietnamese, should take priority over preserving a non-
Communist bastion in Vietnam, then the war may‘con-))
tinue endlessly. —

. PUBLISH OR PERISH

Before its acquisition by the Readef’s Digest three
years ago, Funk and Wagnalls was best known as the

~ publisher of that dictionary with- the funny name, Since -

then it has been publishing furiously, its list highlighted
by titles like America is in Danger, by Gen. Curtis
LeMay. | )

On Dec. 11, just in time for the Christmas season, -
they will publish The Fall of Khrushchev by William
Hyland and Richard Wallace Shryock.

Most books of this caliber have a substantial credit
line for their authors, often including intimate detail
about the author’s second wife’s third husband. Hyland
and Shryock’s blurb is bleak: “William Hyland and Rich-
ard W. Shryock, longtime students of Soviet affairs, are
currently employed by the Federal government.”

Our suspicions aroused, we called the publicity de-

partment of Funk and Wagnalls to inquire if the identity
wf the zuthors could be made any more specific. We were
told’ that instructions had been left with them that the
nature of the authors’ employ was not to be divulged to
anyone, and that included Catholic journals. In the face
of that rebuff, Commonweal placed a person-to-person

_call to Mr. Hyland at the Central Intelligence Agency

(202/351-1100). Hyland himself was unapologetic
about all the secrecy: he readil.y admitted working for
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the CIA, acknowledged the book was his, and insisted
that the dodge was in order to insurc that “no one
would get the idea that the book represented official
policy of the CIA.” He conceded that there might have
been better ways to conceal his identity since now peo-
ple might get the idea that the Agency was still funnelling
its stuff out to the public under various covers, '
A call to the U.S. Information Agency, which was

caught in 1966 by Congressman Lipscomb of California: -

in the act of subsidizing publishing concerns, revealed
that The Fall of Khrushchev is currently being considered

for distribution abroad. The woman there is Harrict

Baumgartner, Chief of the Appraisals Branch,

There was no record at Funk and Wagnalls on how
the book came to be placed with them. The Executive
Editor, Emile Capouya, denied that any advance orders

‘had been placed for the book by any Federal agency.

Funk and Wagnalls executives were somewhat anxious

about the book, and they debated the advisability of

publishing it without identifying the authors, But the
result of their deliberations was that if they did not pub-
lish it, some other publisher would. Moreover, there was
some sympathy for the efforts of the Agency to legitimize
itself by publishing books of high academic caliber. How
this was possible if the CIA were not credited on the

‘book was not entirely clear, but there are indications

that Khrushchev is just one of several books like it to

follow. It all comes down to image building, we were -

told, improving the name of the CIA on the campus,
where relations have become strained in recent years.
Funk and Wagnalls was in the news last summer in

another case of unprofessional publishing, Having as-

sured F & W editors that there would be freedom on edi-
torial matters, Reader’s Digest Executive Editor Hobart
Lewis decided to bump Samm Baker’s The Permissible
Lie—a book critical of the advertising industry—from

its list, after several thousand copies had already been-

printed. The reason: “We simply don’t want to sponsor
Mr. Baker’s message.” As for the independence of Funk
and Wagnalls from Digest policies, Lewis merely com-
mented: “We’ll have a closer liaison from now on.”
It is not clear from this instance that the Digest is
operating as a CIA conduit—perhaps it’s the other way
around, What is apparent is that last year’s disclosures
of CIA infiltration of allegedly private organizations did
not serve to change these practices if the publication of
The Fall of Khrushchev is any indication—despite the
pledges of Roger Helms and Secretary Rusk. '
Perhaps the Digest and Funk and Wagnalls people
should take another look at their own promotional copy
for The Permissible Lie: “False claims, cleverly distorted
copy, and even downright lics are the habitual language
of much of our television, radio, and magazine adver-
tizing. . . . Baker shows . . . how misleading claims dam-
age the product, the public, the agency that preparces the
copy, and the medium that carries the message. . . o
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